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This is in responds to Patent Office notion dated 3 February 1945 
in the above identified application. 

IK THE CUItBt 

Claim 1 * Cancel 

Claim 3. Line 5 • Cancel ’‘another switch* and insert * a selector **# 
Una 6 - Chengs "eemroea" to - eouroe - • 

Cbia 4 m Cancel 

< 1 1 * 1 * 5, *4*^ 2 * Cancel ff or the libs*. 

Lins 5 • Canosl ”& contsot" and insert * one of a United 
matibsr of contacts • • 

Please add the following claim 

6. In a devise of the nature described, & eouroe of mnmnfc, a 
series of cryptographic rotors basing a plurality of inputs and a pin* 
ralltgr of outputs, a selector adapted to make successive circuits betseen 
•aid source of c u rr en t end e United number of preselected inputs to said 
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It may be noted, in response to the Examiner’s query as to the 
difference between an authi mticator and a cryptograph, that the former 
is a special case of the latter* While most cryptographs can be used 
to authenticate, the contrary is not true except that one or a samll 
number of characters usus lly are enciphered in an authenticating 
operation* A further distinction is that no purpose is served In an 
authenticator by any means) for g. ciphering as both correspondents 
normally perform exactly the same i»teps in authenticating a 
communication * 

In Claim 5, in addition to the cancellation of the expression 
"or the like", the o 5-aim an amended brings out the selection by the 
last-mentioned snitch of a contact of a group of a limited number* 

* 

Claim 6 specifically Includes the structure 111-112 of figure 2* 
It differentiates from the references as explained below* 

With -regard to the references cited, none of them shows the 
selector- type switch called for toy nest of the claims nor the device 
of preselecting a limited number of Inputs to the rotor maze, nor 
the me 50:18 » either broadly or specifically, for varying the values 
0 f tb ie output indicators, tho latter two of which features are of 
pj^iicular importance. 

Reconsideration and favorable action are requested* 

Continued prosecution under the three-year rule is desired* 

Respectfully, 

WILLIAM F. FRIEDMAN, Applicant 

% - 

His Attorney 
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